Figure 2 Forest plot of the post-treatment C-ACT score
Figure 1 Forest plot of the number of exacerbations


















a. FEV1% of predicted value

b. FVC% of predicted value
c. FEV1/FVC% of predicted value


d. PEF% of predicted value

Figure 3 Forest plots of the post-treatment lung functions




Appendix 2 PRISMA 2020 flow diagram of the study selection process




Appendix 4 The risk of bias in the included studies





Appendix 5 Forest plots of secondary outcomes
a. Forest plot of the post-treatment eosinophil count in sputum
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b. Forest plot of the post-treatment eosinophil count in blood
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c. Forest plot of the adverse events of AZI monotherapy
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d. Forest plot of the adverse events of AZI combination
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Appendix 7 Funnel plot of adverse events
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Appendix 8 Sensitivity analysis of eosinophil count in sputum
a. Standard deviation from Chen’s study
b. Standard deviation from Zhang’s study
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